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Abstract 

This paper reports a content analysis study of consonance— 
or patterns of content similarity— among network television (ABC, 
CBS, NBC) weeknlghtly newscasts for the period 1973-1981 inclu- 
sive. Justification for the study hinges, on the one hand, upon 
the consensus-building function of highly consonant media chan- 
nels and, on the other hand, the "pervasive, constructed— dis- 
tortiid?-reality" consequence of a lack of diversity in content. 

A representative random sample of 20 broadcast dates per 
«ach of nine years was used in collecting data from the 
Vanderbilt Television News Index and Abstracts . Coding agreement 
ranged from 77| to 95% for sevefaT variables: length of item, 
focuE of item (where), and topic. 

Agreement was high, and significant, In virtually all 
between- network comparisons or tests for consonancei correlation 
of annual topic agendas; distribution of items or coverage among 
different geopolitical regionsj correlation of topic agendas for 
the different regions* correlation of topic agendas for items 
receiving additional network emphasis (i.<i., running over one 
minute of airtime); contrasts of annual mean length of items; and 
correlation of t^pic agendas of "lead" items. Only in percen- 
tages of items distributed among several arbitrary ordinal length 
categories were there major differences among the networks. 

Whether one draws conclusions of positive or negative 
consequences of content pattern similarity, these data Indicate 
that the network newscasts are virtual mirror-images in terms of 
the kinds of news which are covered. 
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RIVALS IN CONSONANCE t 
TIB CASE OF TBLBVI8J0N NBTNORR NEWS 

While local t«lttvltion stations publicise their affiliation 

with distinctive network news organisations, and the networks 

promote the uniqueness of their nightly news programs, systematic 

examination suggests that the networks speak with the same— a 

consonant-- vol ce • 

This paper represents a preliminary report on a study exam- 
ining the extent of conson'^nce among three "rivals in con- 
formity,*^ network television's evening news programs, for the 
period 1973-1981. 

On the one hand, considerable content duplication is to be 
expected. "After all, the networks presumably are covering the 
same world," Lemert wrote in 1974.^ Indeed, to some extent 
duplication is functional} standardisation of content makes pos- 
sible the focusing of a pluralistic public's attention and, 
uUimately, consensus.^ As Shaw has argued, one of the facili- 
tating mechanisms of agenda-setting is consonance, whereby speci- 
fic issues are repeatedly emphasised across different media and 
iredia channels.^ 

On the other hand, consonance is problematic in a society 
which values diverse views; according to Altheide, sameness among 
television network news programs "amounts to a national news 
service,"^ And of course many of the dysfunctions attributed to 
television's presentation of a view of the world implicitly 
preBUppose repetitive patterns of content.* 

Siudies revealing the extent of media consonance have varied 
in focus and design. Lemert, in examining 14 days' evening 
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network nowocastt, discovarcd 57.71 duplication of stories among 
the networkb (perhaps tvan mora telling was the pattern of simi- 
lar emphasis or placement of items). ^ 

Hester, studying five years of foreign news coverage, dis- 
covered cross-network similarity of conflict emphasis and amount 
of airtlme— about 5 1/2 minutes— devoted to foreign news^ Ex- 
tending Hester's study to a lO-year period, Weaver et aU , also 
found sameness among networks.' 

Consonance has also been shown in network coverage of speci- 
fic types of news or events. For example, Meeske and Javaheri 
found no major network differences in percentages of reports, 
inferences and judgments presented in coverage of the Iranian 
hostage crisis.^^ Altheide's analysis of coverage of the same 
event discovered consonance in number of network reports, minutes 
of coverage, topic and emphasls.^^ Capo measured 74.61 duplica- 
tion of 1972 network Watergate coverage, and 84.31 of 1973 cover- 
«g2f.^2 Domlnick tallied 591 duplication of business news items, ^3 
while Mishra found roughly 40% of each network's broadcasts 
contained two or more law enforcement items (network duplication 
of Individual items was not traced).^* 

In other ways, of course, the networks differ in news cover- 
age. For example, Undlof and Canning, analyzing network cover- 
age of the broadcasting industry, discovered between-network dif- 
ferences in typea and length, but not number, of reports. 
Roberts founcl network differences in treatment of blacks.^^ 

While these studies explored similarity In television news 
content, examination of newsp&per content has shown consonance in 
ioverage of political contests^^ and government actlvlty,^^ and 
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in foreign ntwt. ' 

Factors contributing to conioniinctt includt common socializa- 
tion of newspaopla in and out of the newsroom^^^ common defini- 
tions of news,^^ reliance on the same suppliers of news copy,^^ 
and on the same legitimated news sources. Like print news 
media, television news has formalised and routinized many news- 
gathering procedures— and organisational structures-*that contri- 
bute to content sameness. As Altheide has concluded, "Tha es- 
sentially homogeneous content of network newscasts has emerged 
from the similaiities accompanying the institutionalization of 
television news."^* 

This study uses multiple criteria to assess long-term pat- 
terns of network similarity in news selection and treatment 
(i.e., iopiCBr airtime, and geopolitical focus of items). The 
specific research objective in the study is to measure consonance 
and identify its correlates within a longitudinal period of 
analysis. The study adds to the literature by building upon 
Lemert's^^ examination of 14 days of all types of news (foreign 
and domestic), although it owes its longitudinal design emphasis 
to the Hester and Weaver et studies of foreign news.^* 

The study samples extensively within the period 1973-1981 
Inclusive, because long-term coverage patterns were sought? be- 
cause those years encompassed a period of increasing competitive- 
ness among the three networks' news operations;^^ and because 
that period encompassed a variety of types of spot and, perhaps 
more importantly, ongoing or "trend^news events (the winding down 
of the Vietnam conflict; Watergate; the oil embargo and subse- 



qu«nt consarvatlon and legisUtivt raspontas} tha inid-700 focus 
on human rights culminating in tha Helsinki accordi and tha 
ravolution in Iran that rasulted in tha kidnapping of embassy 
parsonnel). Consonance in treating a single event (e.g.^ ell 
three networks give lead position to the same spot news event), 
after all, evidences only the reliability of news judgments in a 
single situation. 
Method 

A random sample was drawn using one constructed week^^ of 
five weekdays (Mondays through Friday~only, for cross-network 
comparability) per quarter (January through March, April through 
June, etc.) of the nine years, yielding 20 broadcast dates per 
year, or a total sample of 180 dates. 

The researchers were able to utilize the Vanderbilt Tele- 
vision News Archives' Telovlslon News Index and Abstracts , rather 
than the actual newscasts, due to the nature of the research 
question and the variables to be measured. 

For each sample date, all abstracted Items from each of the 
three networks' (ABC, CBS, NBC) newscasts were coded for several 
variables, including: length in seconds, focus (location in which 
event occurred) and topic. Average agreement among five coders 
ranged from 771 (topic) to 951 (focus). 
Flndl ngfl and Discussion 

Table One indicates how each network's annual total of news 
items was distributed among 10 topic categories developed for an 
earlier study of print media consonance. Although most cate* 
gorlen are self-explanatory. It is worth noting the distinction 
between "Internal" (used to refer to matters domestic, regardless 
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of th« country of origin of an ifm) and "Inttrnatipnal" (uttd to 
refer to itattert between nationsi regardleet of the country of 
origin of an item). 

Presentation of the data in percentage form permlta between- 
network comparieona^ ai^ controls for a trend-'-'at least for CBS 
and KBC—toward fewer newscast itens each year. (When ranks are 
assigned each year based on the number of sampled itens, and 
compared with ranks assigned the nine years in the study (i.e., 
1973 was ranked first, 1974 ranked second, etc.), a significant 
value of Spearman's rank*order correlation for CBS and NBC 
(rho«.72 in both cases) indicates a trend toward fewer items (rho 
for ABC was .48, not significant at .05).) 

But, while the fluctuations in percentages of items devoted 
to each topic are themselves interesting (particularly the al- 
most-cyclic juxtaposition of nations' internal political and 
economic news, the *ups and downs" of international conflict and 
international relations itens, and the seeming stability of the 
"Bad News" category), the primary measure of consonance comes in 
the between-network rank-order correlations. Spearman^s rho was 
calculated for each network pair in a given year, with ranks 
based on the comparative prominence of each of the topic cate- 
ijories (the topic category with the most items was ranked first, 
etcO . 

In every case, the similarity of these network "topic agen- 
das" is significant. Even though the ranking alternately mini- 
mize9 and maximises large and small percentage differences res-^ 
rectively (and even though the '^crudeness" of a set of categories 



can Arguably Inflatt • maaaura of ranH corralation) , tha ahaar 
Magnltuda tha valuaa of zJ)o (from .76 to ,98) ia nonathalaaa 
ranarkabla. In tar Ma of tha ganaral pattarna of nawa ainphaaia# 
tha data claarly Indlcata contonanca. 

Conparlaona of topic agandaa# howavair rapraaar.t only ona 
naana of aaaaaalng conaonanca# albalt an approach which haa 
garnarad aona thaoratical aupport.^^ Vurthar, thaae topic agan- 
daa ignora tha locational focua of nawa itana, and thua fail to 
diitlnguiah batwaan qualitativaly diffarant nawa of aocial prob- 
lama in tha Dnitad Stataa and in tha Soviat Onion# batwaan domaa- 
tic aconomic nawa and nawa of aconoaic davalopmanta in poor Third 
World countriaar batwaan tha *Bad Nawa* of a ghatto fira in 
Oatroit and tha "Bad nawa" of tha plight of Viatnamaaa boat 
pQopla. Doaa tha pattarn of natwork aiailarity hold in coveraga 
of different araaa of tha world? Soma raaaarch on print media 
haa ahovn a clear tendency for the degree of consonance to be 
related to geopolitical focaa.^^ 

As a preliminary to between«*network compariaone of topic 
agendas for items from different geopolitical regional Table Two 
indicates the extent to which the networka do not differ in their 
overaU treatment of donesticr Pirat World (Waatern industri- 
al ized nationa and Japan)! Second World (aocial iat and communiat 
nations) and Third World (tha emerging and developing nationa) 
news.*'* 

Not 6urpriaingly# the networka* news is predominantly domes- 
tic in focus, with the percentage ranging from 61% to 82%. Val- 
ues of chl-square fail to indicate any significant aasociation 
between network and treatment of region. Again# the data suggeat 



betv««n-n«twork contonanca, although at what ia admittedly a 
groaa laval of analyaia. 

Whan the networka' topic agendaa for the apecific geopoliti- 
cal regiona are compared, the degree of conaonanca appeara, 
again, to be aomewhat related to region, although the overall 
pattern ia again toward overwhelning agreement, aa ihown in Table 
Three (only coefficienta reflecting extent of agreement between 
topic agendaa ia ahown, not the percentagea themaelvea). Only in 
comparing Firat World itema do any (6 of a poaaible 27) of the 
valuea of rho fall below the .05 critical value. (Intereatingly, 
it ia diveraity in ABC'a Firat World topic agenda which leada to 
the diaagreement; in all caaea CBS and NBC mair^tain their aig*^ 
nificant aimilarity.) Even the leaa reliable Second World coef- 
ficients point to aignificant betveen-network agreement. 

That the presence of theae six non-aignif icant coefficienta 
indexes a relationiihip of focua and degree of conaonance ia, of 
course, arguable* Perhapa more auggestive ia the crude ordering 
afforded by averaging the valuea of rho for each region, yielding 
mean measures of: .91 for domestic newa» .88 for Third world 
news; .815 for Second World newer and «61 for Firat World news. 
But while an ordering of the regions is possible, the "average" 
rho of even the lowe st ordered region— the First World-- falls 
above the critical significance value. 

Table Four introducea yet another way of assessing the 
existence, and degree, of consonance: in terms of how the 
minutes— the newshole, if you will— of the nightly newscast are 
u<?ed. In Table Four, itema are grouped on the basis of several 
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I«n9th (in ttcondi) c«t«gorUti 1-»10 ■•condt (th« Mcond-nott 
coMiion Ungth in tht •ampU, Accounting for of til lt«»t)i 
11-30 ••condt (th« latttr was th« nodal langthi accounting for 
20% of all ittiia)) 21-60 aaconda (tht third-moat common langth, 
accounting for 111 of all itama)i and ovar 60 aaconda (approxi- 
mataly 501 of tha itama wara abova thia madian langth, with tha 
maximum length recordad 860 aaconda). 

Tha data (and 7 of 9 aignificant valuaa of chi-aquara) 
damonatrate that, in ganaral, thara wara pattarna of batwean- 
network diffcrance in proportion of itama davotad to tha dif- 
farant catagoriaa. In 1973, 1974 and 1977, CBS uaad compara* 
lively fawar of tha 1-10 aacond itama and a corraapondingly 
greater percentage of itama in tha 11-60 aacond range. In 1978, 
ABC'a coverage included more ahort itama (1-10 aecondal, and a 
reduced percentage of 21-60 aacond itema. The network would 
continue that approach through 1981, reaching the point, i« 1979, 
when 42% of ita total itema were 20 aeconda or ahorter. By 
contrast, in 1979 34% of CBS' and 28% of NBC'a itema were under 
21 aeconda. concomitant with ABC'a aeaming move toward ahorter 
items was a trend in NBC coverage toward a larger percentage of 
longer itema, ao that by 1981, 6 of 10 HBC itema were over a 
minute long. 

Table Five presents coafficienta (rho ) indicating extent of 
similarity between network topic agendas for only those itema 
given above-median (over one minute) airtime. Again, the over- 
whelming pattern is one of consonancej the networka are remark- 
ably--and significantly— alike in the percentagea of the varied 
toplce which they chooae to afford greater emphaaia (or which are 
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j\^.)9ed to merit greater emphasis). 

The length-of-lterh variable receives final treatment in 
Table 8ixr in which annual mean length of items iu contrasted 
across networks. As before^ the data paint a profile of simi- 
larity. Only in 1981 is there a significant between-networks 
difference in mean item length* (There are some within-network 
differences from year to year. These will be discussed in another 
report . ) 

Jn Table Seven, data are offered which again permit an 
exploration of consonance in how the networks cover the news. 
The percentages represent the proportion of lead item-stories 
devoted to each topic. Because the number of sample dates per 
year was only 20, annual topic agendas for lead item-stories were 
judged to be unreliable (based on an n of approximately 20 per 
year). Table Seven topic agendas aggregate items from all nine 
years of newscasts. For all three networks, the n is greater 
than IflO — i.e., one lead per each of 20 sample newscasts multi- 
plied by nine years— -because coders assigned "lead" status on the 
basis of the news topic, even though the counting unit for the 
study was the Individual report. That is, multiple 
reports/items occasionally treated the same "lead" topic. Each 
item was coded. 

Given the pattern of topic agenda similarity detailed 
repeatedly above, the eiwilarity evidenced in Table Seven is 
unaurpriaing. E\fen the near-perfect ABC-CBS correlation is not 
unexpected . 



Co nclmion i 

Ot courat« Many would argiie th«t# saaiuret of ov«rvh«li)ing 
consonanca in topic emphasis and dominancti airtina, and 
gaopollticQl focus nctwithstanding» thara ara nonathelass 
diffarencas among tha r.atworic naws programs. How alsa explain 
tha primacy of one in the ratings gama« or how alse justify the 
salaries paid tha superstar anchors of the network newscaata? 
From the viewer*! perspective, there are narked differences among 
netwoirks in terns of believability of nawa organisationa and 
personnel . 

Yet when one considers the view of the world the networks 
provide (a rather small world if the networks* heavily donestic 
orientation is weighed) and the kind of events that populate that 
world, the evidence of similarity eaaily diminiahee auperficial 
dift'eronces such as gendt. , appearance or credibility of news- 
reader 

But *the news" is not just topics and events, it is 
comparative importance or differential emphasis. When treatment 
variables — length and placement — are considered, however, the 
inescapable conclusion is, again, that it makes little difference 
which network newscast one watches. The major treatment dif*- 
l^rence, in fact, involves the networks' varied proportions of 
items in the 1-^10, ll-'20, and 21''60 second categories. Thin 
difference is arguably a measurement artifact^ if the lack of 
differences shown in the (analysis of variance) contrast of mean 
length is aloo considered. 

Indeed, the consistency of the consonance finding across 
partial analyses itself suggests methodological artifact-"ism," 
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that topic c«tft«ori«s so cru6« «• to dltguits grsat diversity 
in network nswt content* ImprsciM as thsss cstsgoriss nay bs, 
howsvsr, ws ars rsluctant to accept this intsrprstatloni givsn 
what «• know of «adla rsfsrsncs indicss, "pack journalisui" 
reliance on common sources » etc. 

Instead, we may take Altheide's functional pe4.9pective and 
agree that the consequence of net%'jrk news consonance is, in 
effect, a national news service, supplying the same news to 
everyone. 

Or we could view consonance as an acknowledgment of 
reliability among journalists. Reporters and editors at all 
three networks apply the same news judgment principles and arrive 
at the same conclusions about what is important and how it should 
be treated. Those emphases on certsin kindo of events are 
presumably passed on to viewers, throug h long-term repetition. 

The latter interpretation reminds us of Lemert's 1974 
diiiclaimer that, "Aftei all, the networks presumably are covering 
the same world." v;iat may be. Some argue, however, that in a 
sense media can never truly mirror reality— through selective 
inclusion and emphasis they distort and re-'formulate reality. 

The fidelity of that re-formulated, cumulative vision to 
reality remains problematic. But to amend Lemert slightly, we 
conclude that, "The networks are collectively creating the same 
world." 
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1952), pp. 311-215. 

Seet Paul N. Hlrtch, "Occupationel, Orgenlfetlonel, end 
Institutional Models in Mass Media Research: Toward an Integrated 
rramework," in Paul N. Hirsch, Peter V. Miller and F. Gerald 
Kline (eds.), Strategies for Cpw munication Research (Beverly 
Hills: Sage, 1977), pp. 13-42| and D. Charles Whitney, "Mass 
Communicator Studiesi Similarity, Difference, and Level of 
Analysis," in James S. Ittema and 0. Charles Whitney (eds.) 
individuals in Mass Media Orqaoiiaticriei Creat ivity and 
Constraint (Beverly Hillsi Sage, 19S2) , pp. 241*254. 
Rif fe and Shaw, o£<5^ cit. 

The conventional World Muik classification scheme is employed 
here. 
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IS 



toplot 



Inutfial rolltlM 
Int tTMl C«nlUet 



ABC 
% 

2f.l 



IntMMtloital RttlitloM 
ljit*rn«eioi»al CMifSict 
J»t«rnaUon«l BeoiuNilo 

MltMllMMOMt *1U 



>s 

.4 
J 

c.s 



I 

ai 
} 
1 



If?} 
a»« 
% 

12.4 

a.i 

23.9 
l«l 
4.7 
f»4 
4.1 
.9 

IS. 2 
B.S 



2f.7 

2. a 

22.9 
.ft 

4.7 
10. • 

4.4 

3.4 
10. S 

4.4 



MBC 
4 



iry4 

CM 
% 

41.3 3S 

».l 2 
10.1 14 

2.2 

1.0 

S.2 

4.4 

3.2 
ll.l 12 

7.3 4 



.3 
.4 
.4 
.4 

e 

.7 
.7 
.2 
.1 
.4 



ABC 



1173 
CBS 
I 

24.4 
4.3 

11.4 
2.4 
S.l 
4.4 

10.0 
1.2 

44.4 
S.l 



NBC 
I 

2f 

3 
17 

S 

3 
10 

7 

4 
14 

4 



A* 


321 


341 




444 


504 


504 


304 


331 


294 




















MBC-GBt) (CUHMC) 


.§8 


.94 


.9: 




.91 


.70 


(ABC-MC) 




.14 






•M 






.04 








1074 






1977 






1970 




toplci 


BBC 


CM 




AK i 


99 


MC 


BBC 


CBS 


SBC 




4 


4 


B 






4 




% 


t 


Internal Pelitlos 


3s.a 


4\.4 40.9 


94.3 i 


14.2 


32.4 


10.2 


IB.a 


23.9 


Int«cfial conflict 


7.2 


•«4 


4.4 


7.0 


9.4 


5.9 


3.4 


4.1 


3.3 


lnt*rMl BooNOvlc 


12.4 


U.7 


0,0 


11.0 1 




11.3 


22,0 


11,7 21.1 


aoclal rolioiM 


2.S 


2.3 


U4 


4.4 


5.4 


0.0 


4.3 


7.4 


7.1 


Selanct* TMlmoletr* Art 


3.4 


3.4 


4.4 


S.B 


3«4 


5.9 


9.4 


10.9 


0.0 


IntarnatioiMil BBUtloM 


5.4 


S.9 


O.O 


17.0 J 


k3.2 


14.4 


11.9 


14.0 


10.0 


tnt«nt«tiw«l CcmCllet 


4.S 


0.3 


4.4 


9.9 


4.4 


1.9 


3«4 


4.3 


9.0 


lAt«rn«il^I toonoMie 


1.0 


•9 


1.S 


1.1 


1.4 


.7 


2.1 


1.9 


I4S 


Nl»cttll«n»ou» •WU Haw** 


19.S 


14.3 


14.9 


13.4 ] 


L3.9 


18,0 


19.1 


13.2 


is.s 


Sportt «n4 MtMU) intttMt 


9.2 


3.4 


S.7 


3.7 


3.: 


i 5,$ 


7.1 


7.0 


9.0 


n* 


3S7 


SS9 


839 


270 


319 


279 


474 


444 


479 



B(itiM«rr*n«tvofk rtnk-ordMr 
€orr«l«tl«fMi*i 

(ABC-^SI (CBS-NBC) 
(ABC-NBC) 



.OS .M 



«41 .S4 
♦ 79 



.97 .04 
•90 



(opntiBttBS) 
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1979 19tO 1981 

Topic t hdC CM MC KBC CBC MIC ABC CBS HBC 

lnt«rn«l tolltlct 29*7 27.0 23.7 22.9 22. S 3C.7 IS. 3 23.3 2i 

InttriMl Conflict 3.1 f.l 4.4 2.1 2.9 3.2 8.7 5.4 4 

Inttrnal Icononic 2S.1 22.3 14.9 24.3 22.9 22.7 19.7 18.1 18 

FocUl POltelo 3.1 i.9 7.4 1.8 2.1 2.0 4.0 8.1 3 

8cl«nc«, T«chnolo«y, Art 3.8 S.O S.4 3.9 7.5 4.0 7,0 4.7 5 

Zntarnatlonal BoUtlona 9.3 11.9 10.4 4.0 7.9 5.2 19.0 13.0 17 

IntcrMtlonal Conflict 9.4 7.2 9.2 13.4 11.8 11.2 4.0 8.9 3 

Intarnatienal ie«Ao«ie 9.5 2.5 3.4 4.0 1.4 2.8 5.7 2.2 0 

NifCOllMtoas "Batf'Mova" 10.7 9.0 10.8 12.3 14.4 15.1 iO.7 11.5 8 

Sports and lUMn Intocost A. 2 4.1 7.4 7.4 4.4 7.2 5.0 2.4 5 

n- 2S1 271 249 284 280 251 300 270 265 

BotMan-notifork rank-ordor 
corraUtions't 

(ABC-CBIMCBS-MC) .14 .91 .04 .94 .74 .88 

(ABC-NBC) .84 .92 .74 



• All coaffioltntt aro Spaaraan's iUfi calculated for a9rat««nt 
batwaan pair* of natworka' topic fraquancy canka Uha aoat fra- 
quant topic vaa rankad flrat, ate.). AU *" Bigni'icant. Crit- 
ical v«ltt%» arat .85», p<.001| .72*, pc.Oli and .59*, P<«5** 
Thasa valuta ara baaad on a taat of aignlf ioanca for lJl2 which 
uaaa Btudant'a t, aa datallad in Sidnay Slagal'a MoQPfiaaatric 
Stattattca ^ ^forTha Bahavioral «ciancaa (Haw Yorkx Mcoraw-Hiu, 

MOTS I coluiwi totals My act add to 1001 dua to rounding. 
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Tabl« Two 

Itmnn from Bach Geopolitical Focus « 
By Network and By Yaar 

1973 1974 



Pccua : 



Domestic 
First Nor)d 
Second World 
Third World 

n • 

with 
6 d.f. (pi- 



Domestic 
Firttt World 
Second World 
Third world 

n • 

x2 with 

6 d.f. (p)« 



Dome&tic 
First World 
Secovid 
Third World 

n • 

with 
6 d.f. (p)« 



ABC CBS NBC 
% I I 

78.2 78.1 78.4 
3.4 4.1 5.3 
.9 1.5 2.9 
17.4 16.3 13.5 

321 343 342 



7.16 (n.s.) 

1976 

ABC CBS NBC 
I % « 

72.6 71.7 70.7 
7.0 6.5 6.9 
4.7 3.1 5.7 

15.8 18.7 16.7 

387 385 335 



3.88 (n.s.) 
1979 

ABC CBS NBC 
% I % 

62.9 65.1 61.8 

12.7 10.4 16.5 
6.9 5.4 6.0 

17.5 i9.1 15.7 

291 278 249 



5.32 (n.s.) 



ABC CBS NBC 

I % I 

80.0 81.2 81.0 

6.7 6.2 'i.O 

2.2 3.0 1.6 

11.2 9.7 13.4 

464 504 506 



9.06 (n.s.) 

1977 

ABC CBS NBC 
« . % % 

75.9 81.5 82.5 
7.8 7.2 6.2 
4.1 1.6 2.2 

12.2 9.7 9.1 

270 319 275 



6.66 (n.s.) 

1980 

ABC CBS NBC 
III 

59.5 62.1 65.3 

11.6 7.9 8.4 
8.5 10.0 7.2 

20.4 20.0 19.1 

284 280 251 



4.59 (n.s.) 



1975 

ABC CBS NBC 
III 
68.4 64.4 66.3 

7.6 8.2 6.5 
12.8 13.3 12.9 
11.2 14.2 14.3 

304 331 294 



2.48 (n.s.) 

1978 

ABC CBS NBC 
III 

73.4 73.3 72.4 
9.0 7.6 9.0 
3.8 3.1 2.9 

13.8 16.0 15.7 

478 486 479 



2.24 (n.s.) 

1981 

ABC CBS NBC 
III 

69.3 74.8 75.5 
11.3 10.0 8.3 
10.0 7.0 6.8 
9.3 8.1 9.4 

300 270 265 



4.80 (n.s.) 



NOTE: Column totals may not add to 1001 due to rounding. 
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TAbl« Thr«e 



B«tw««n-network Corrtlationa* of Topic Frequency Panks, 
By 0«opoUtical Focus an^ By year 



1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 



Oomoatic 



JScySS? 'II 'l^ .98 .98 .94 .96 .74 

CBS/WBC .92 .74 .92 .98 .94 .96 .90 .92 .88 

ADC/NDC .84 .93 .89 .97 .94 .95 .87 .94 .85 

Flr»t World 

44 4'i •■'^ .55 .54 .50 

CBS/NBC .55 7W .63 T8f .66 .61 .62 75T 75^ 

ABC/NBC JL6 .64 .79 .67 .78 ,87 .82 .57 

Second World 

ABC/CBS — .84 .78 — — — .88 .82 

CBS/NBC — .79 .80 — — .87 .84 

ABC/NBC — .77 .67 — — .89 .83 

Third World 

52c(SS! 'It 'l^ -'^ -'5 .80 .95 .86 

CBS/NBC .97 .84 ,93 .86 .86 .88 ^72 .82 .88 

ABC/KBC ,99 .83 .77 .95 .91 .96 .68 .87 .82 

• All coefficients are Spearman's rho calculated for agreement 
between pairs of networks* topic frequency ranks <the most fre- 
quent topic was ranked first, etc.). Dnderscored coefficients 
are not oignificant at the .05 level. Criiioal values for other 
coefficients aret .85*, p<.001; .72*, p<.01f .55*, p<.05. These 
values are based on a test of significance for rho which uses 
Student's t, as detailed in Sidney Siegel's Nonpar aietric Statis- 
ii£| |2r the Behavioral Sciences (Hew York: McGraw-Hill, 
p. 212. 

Where no coefficient is provided, the n of cases was 
judged to be so small as to render computation of rho unreliable. 
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Tabl* Pour 



Length of Items, By Network and By Year 



Length: 

I- 10 sec. 

II- 20 Bee. 
21-60 sec. 
>60 aec« 

n • 

with 
6 d.f. (p)« 



I- 10 sec. 

II- 20 sec, 
21-60 sec. 
>60 sec. 



n « 

with 
6 d,f. (p)» 



I- 10 sec. 

II- 20 sec. 
21-60 sec. 
>60 sec. 



n • 

with 
6 d.f. (p)- 



1973 

ABC CBS NBC 
III 

10.6 9.3 16.1 
24.0 21.6 24.8 

13.7 21.0 12.0 
51.7 48.1 47.1 

321 343 342 



18.92 «.01) 
1976 

ABC CBS NBC 
III 

5.4 8.3 9,8 
26.4 22.6 19.7 
18.9 22.9 19.1 
49.3 46.2 51.3 

387 385 335 



11.10 (n.s.) 

1979 

ABC CBS NBC 
III 

22.3 15.5 14.9 

20.3 18.3 12.8 

14.4 17.3 15.3 
42.9 48.9 57.0 

291 278 249 



16.11 (<.02) 



1974 

ABC CBS NBC 
III 
11.2 7.9 15.2 
26.7 24.2 21.1 
11.6 18.4 17.2 
50.4 49.4 46.4 

464 504 506 



23.66 «.001) 

1977 

ABC CBS NBC 
III 

10.7 6.6 10.2 
21.1 30.4 15.3 
14.4 16.3 24.4 
53.7 46.7 50.2 

270 319 275 



28.59 «.001) 

1980 

ABC CBS NBC 
III 

23.9 1?.8 14.7 
16.2 22.5 19.5 
15.8 19.3 7.6 
44.0 46.4 58.2 

284 280 251 



35.43 (<.001) 



1975 

ABC CBS NBC 
III 

8.6 12.4 8.8 
21.0 23.0 19.0 
19.4 20.5 20.1 
60.0 44.1 52.0 

304 331 294 



6.56 (n.s.) 

1978 

ABC CBS NBC 
I I I 

19.4 11.5 12.3 
17.4 13.4 11.1 
9.8 20.6 22.3 
53.3 54.5 54.3 

478 486 479 



44.69 (<.001) 

1981 

ABC CBS NBC 
III 
22.0 12.2 15.1 
16.3 14.8 14.3 
13.0 20.0 9.1 
48.7 53.0 61.5 

300 270 265 



25.29 (<.001) 



NOTE: Column totals n^ny not add to 1001 due to rounding. 
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\ 

Tabic Fiv« 

Betwttn-network Correlations* of Topic Frequency Ranks 
for Items of Greater*than-inedlan Length (In Seconds), 

By Year 





1973 


1974 


1975 


1976 


1977 


1978 


1979 


1980 


1981 


Networks : 




















ABC/CBS 


.92 


.96 


.93 


.84 


.89 


.93 


.87 


.99 


.68 


CBS/NBC 


.91 


.95 


.85 


.75 


.97 


.74 


,58 


.88 


.80 


ABC/NBC 


.90 


.95 


.80 


.78 


.87 


.89 


.87 


V9 


.75 



All coefficients are Spearman's rho calculated for agreement 
between pairs of networks' topic frequency ranks (the most frequent 
topic WAS ranked first, etc.). AH coefficients are significant 
be yond the .05 level. Critical values of rho are: .85^, p<.001t 
oTfT*, p<.01y and .554, p<.05. These values are based on a test of 
significance for rho which uses Student's t, as detailed in Sidney 
Siegel'e Wonparometric St atistics for the Behavioral Sciences (New 
York: McGraw-Hill, 195^77 p. 2i2. 
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Table Six 

Mean Length (in Seconds) of Items, By Network and By Year 

r-score* P-prob. 
.59 .55 

1.06 .35 

1.57 .21 

1.11 ,33 

-71 .49 

.70 .50 

1.38 ,25 

1.34 .26 

2.49 .08 

1.90 .14 

i « ^i)sx 3099 3196 2996 

* A one way analysis of variance was used to test for within-year 
difterenceu among networks. 

^ ABC and CBS means were significantly different, by the te«t for 
least significant differences. 





Annual 


ABC 


CBS 

V# %Jf 


NBC 


i a *i *i 


92.21 


92.88 


95.74 


33.05 


n » 


lOOS 


321 


343 


342 


0% 


ol»98 


85.61 


82,11 


7fj.52 


n » 


1474 


464 


504 


506 


1 O*^ C 
XJ 9 ^ 


83. 73 


80.20 


81.21 


90.24 


n « 


929 


304 


331 


294 


19 /u 


83s50 


81.57 


85.19 


90.37 


n « 


1107 


387 


385 

V V 


www 


1977 


91.48 


94.22 


86.68 


94.36 


n * 


864 


270 


319 

i# <L 7 


4 / w 


1 a to 

1978 


96.84 


93.10 


99.81 


97.56 


n «» 


1443 


478 


486 


479 


1979 


96.74 


89.90 


96.87 


104.58 


ii » 


818 


291 


278 


249 


1980 


95.35 


90.11 


93.00 


103.90 


n « 


815 


294 


280 


251 


1981 


94.38 


85.*;3** 


102.52 


96.00 


n " 


835 


300 


270 


265 


Overall ; 


90.46 


88.05 


90.96 


92.42 




9291 


3099 


3196 


2996 
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Mean Length (in Seconds) of Items, By Network and By Year 

Annual ABC CBS NBC P-score** P-prob, 

1973 92.21 92.88 95.74 88.05 .59 .55 
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Mean Length (in Seconds) of Itemo, By Network and By Year 

Annual ABC CBS NBC F-score** F-prob. 

1.973 92.21 92.88 95.74 88.05 .59 .55 
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T«bl« 8«vtn 
Topic P«rc«nt«g«t of Ii«ad Stories, 





By Network 






Topic 1 


ABC 


CBS 


NBC 




1 


% 


1 


internal poiltlcs 


29.2 


35.2 


31.9 


InUrnal Conflict 


S.O 


3.3 


6.5 


IntArnal Bcononic 


18.3 


16.9 


16.9 


Social PoliciM 


0.0 


0.9 


0.0 


Sci«no«, Technology, Jirt 


3.2 


2.8 


2.8 


International Relations 


17.9 


14.8 


17.8 


International Conflict 


13.2 


13.1 


12.2 


International Scononic 


1.4 


1.4 


1.9 


Miscellaneous "Bad News" 


11.9 


11.7 


13.1 


Sports and Hunan Interest 


0.0 


0.0 


0.5 



n - 219 213 213 

Between-network rank"-order 
correlations*! 

<ABC-CBS) (CBS-NBC) .997 .96 

(ABC-^NBC) .97 

* All coefficients are Spearwan's rho calculated for agreenent 
between pairs of networks* topic frequency ranks (the moat fre- 
quent topic was ranked first, etc.). All coefficients are sig- 
nificant beyond the p<.001 level. The test of significance for 
rho , using Student's t, is detailed in Sidney Siegel's Nonpars- 
isetric Sta tist ics for'the Behavioral Sciences (New Yorki NcGraw- 

mrriT^frrfmr. — 

NOTBt Column totals may not add to 1001 due to rounding. 
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